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REMARKS 

This amendment responds to the Office Action mailed June 13, 2007. 
Claims 1-17 are pending and has been examined in the present application. 

On page 3 of the Office Action, claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,754,662 to Li (Li). The Examiner's rejection on 
this ground is respectfully traversed. 

Among the limitations of independent claim 1 which are neither disclosed 
nor suggested in the art of record it is a requirement that the packet search device 
comprises "a first search processing means for searching for search conditional 
statements" and "a second search processing means for searching the search results of 
said first search processing means with a second search method that is different from 
said first search method." This feature of independent claim 1 is neither taught or 
suggested in Li. Li discloses an architecture that processes traffic packet flow. Li 
teaches a system that "first attempts to retrieve a classID for a defined [packet] flow 
corresponding to the incoming packet from cache 108 by calculating a hash key (block 
304) and using it to look up a corresponding entry in cache 108 (block 306). If the 
classID cannot be found in cache 108 (determined in block 308), forwarding engine 102 
performs a search on stored classification information in memory 110 (block 310)." Li, 
col. 4, 11. 24-30. See also Li, Figs. 1 and 3. In effect, Li teaches searching cache for a filter 
entry defining "the corresponding treatment/action that traffic should receive," and if 
the filter entry is not located in cache, searching for the filter entry in memory. Li, col. 3, 
11. 60 - col. 4, 11. 39. 

6 

DOCSNY-254460vOI 



Application No. 10/716,622 Docket No.: Y2238.0054 

Amendment dated August 22, 2007 
Reply to Office Action of June 13, 2007 

Neither search in Li uses the results of the other search "for searching the search 
results from said first search processing means" as required by independent claim 1. In 
the absence of any disclosure or suggestion of this feature of the invention, claim 1 is 
believed to be in condition for allowance. Independent claims 9 and 17 also recite 
similar, if not identical limitations to those recited in claim 1, and would allowable for 
the same reasons. 



Dependent claims 2-8 and 10-16 depend from claims 1 and 9 respectively, and 
include all of the limitations found therein. These claims include further limitations, 
which in combination with the limitations of the claims from which they depend are 
neither disclosed nor suggested in the art of record, and are therefore allowable for the 
same reasons expressed above. 



In view of the above, each of the presently pending claims in this application is 
believed to be in immediate condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to pass this application to issue. 



Dated: August 22, 2007 
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